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Saturday mornings 14 October 


s fo 
-¢: OF CHAIR AND DEPUTY CHAIR ‘ 
1. Cee ycliar sanieiaeL ae the Meeti 7 
Je. 
2. PERMISSION FOR DEL ESATES TO — Ne accordanuaa di 
a spe(General Secretary) reported, ss ; be 
Ce ee C from Manchester Branch had arrived la HO 
f. Bennett (Manchester) explained that the delay had 6 ie fo 
problem obtaining a quorum, due to shiftworking, ta He 
It was agreed to allow the delegate fram Manchester t eo 
S. ColemantIslington): the branch had instructed its 3. 
request that Camden and North West London branches — Co 
advance if they would accept all decisions made at th Th 
they refused to give such an undertaking they she et 
allowed to sit. i at 
J. D'Arcy(Camdend: such a move would be out of ore Ne: 
rulebook previded for delegates fram any branch in goa ha 
standing to sit as of right. at 
D. Davies(NW Londen): the question tac was out of orde Be. 
The Chair moved on to the next item on the agenda. pe 
3. ARRANGEMENT BY DELEGAT S_ OF THE ORDER IN WH H a 
DISCUSSION ARE TO BE TAKEN : bre 
A show of hands indicated a majority in favour of pr Br. 
by item rather than employing the time-block system. ca 
4. ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION pe 
A. ORGANISATION AND INTERNAL MATTERS Ps. 
1. Qutstanding branch and group literature Loounts — Co 
D. Deutz (East London), opening, said that, as Party th 
needed guidance on how to proceed. Commercial practi ee 
to cut off supplies in cases of repeated failure t 
he doubted whether this would be acceptable in the sans 
J. Bradley(Enfield and Haringey): his branch had 
literature and dues accounts since the publication of 
to ADM which listed them 4s being in arrears. aa, 
R. Cook (Birmingham): this was a decision that could By 
to the Treasurer /Literature Secretary to make on S 
anyone was to be cut off, this should be decided by de 
C.__Slapper (Islington) reminded delegates, in his capac: RY 
Assistant, that branches could Claim credit for unsold se 
the Standard; a number hadn’t done this, which made t 2 
HO higher than it need be. 5 py 
A.  Heath(Eccles): his branch pursued a Policy of p * 
lit ordered from HO whether or nat they eventually pr 
- ow petted branches in debt shou ag 
ordering a more realistic umber - 
ubz (East Landan) confirmed, as Hrevenes, oaep - 
referred to the period ending 30 June this ar as 
offender was the World Socialist Party of Australi re 
Paid for years and now owed over £400, rh 


2. Pirneds-of increasing Party income from dues 
H. Edwards (West London), opening, th 


said that o 
dues System, apart fram doubling the 
considered, in p | 


articular provision for Payn 

reduced rate by pensioners and unemployed memt 
R. Cook( Birmingham): ated t 

Roberts (Newcastle): £1 a month was a rid 


for dues --a mere pint of beer a month. This should be at least 
doubled. Other forms of fund-raising such as raffles should also 
be considered by branches. 

J. Usher (West London): other ideas thrown up in the branch 
discussion had been a discount for those paying in full at the 
beginning of the year and a requirement that branches pay dues to 


HO for all members an their banks even, not to say especially, 
for thase whose dues they agreed to waive. 
H.  Cottist(East Lundond: very much in favour of OAPs and 


unemployed members Paying something. 


3. Should voting at inquorate branch meetings be valid at 


Con ference? a 
The Chair drew delegates’ attentian to the Glasgow branch Q 
circular which recalled that this item arose out of a situation a 
at this year’s Conference when the votes of those members of q 
Newcastle branch who had turned up for the special branch meeting 
had not been accepted on the grounds that there had be no quorum 
at that meeting. 

B. Roberts(New astled: the branch felt that votes cast under such 
circumstances should be considered valid since branch votes were 
Naw counted on the basis of the number of members present and no 
longer an branch membership. 

R. took (Birmingham): the recording of the vates af members of 
other branches should be breught into line with those of Central 
Branch where there was no querum requirement sa that every vote 


Tree ee 


cast was counted; otherwise there would be a temptatian for 
branches with a quorum problem to disband themselves and go inte s 
Central branch. + an 


PF. Lawrence(SW Londond: now that with the 1588 change cf Rule 
Canference vates were virtually a poll of members, logic required 
the counting af vates cast at a nen—quorate meeting. It wasn’t 
certain, though, that a change of Fule was required to dn this, 
as the Glasgow circular had suggested. 
EF. Lawrence(SW London? and B. Roberts (Newcastle) moved: 
"ADM recommends that in future branch representatican and 
branch voting at Conference shall net be dependent on a 
branch holding quorate meetings prior tea Conference". 
D. Dennelly Glasgow): any such decision should be left to 
Conference. 
J. Usher (West London): his branch was almost equally divided on : 2 
the issue, a small majority being against counting vates cast at 3 
inquerate meetings since this did Say something about the 
viability of the branch, which was relevant as long as the branch 
remained the basic unit of the Party. 
S-_ColemantIslingtan) asked if the proposed change meant that 
delegates fram the branch would be allowed ta sit and vote 


: a on 
procedural and floor resslutians at Conference; if sa, he was 
against it. 

P. Lawrence ¢SW Londond: this was not the intention as branch 


representation at Conference was something governed by Rule. He 
asked permission of the meeting ta delete the words "branch 
representation” from his motian,. 

The Chair noted that no-one objected to this. 
x DrArcy (Camden); would this mean that if only one person 
attended the special branch meeting his or her vote would count? 
D. Davies(NW Lendon) agreed with the Islingtan delegate that 
branch representation was a separate matter altogether. 

PF. Bennett (Manchester): because a branch had trouble getting a 
quorum at all its meetings didn’t mean that it wasnre Viable 


et ec 1 RN RNR ae 


sei = 


j i ble to atten: 
since active members were sometimes una fing 
because they worked shifts. Could such members be al 


ost? 
“9 lonnein (Ouananee the viability of a branch she 
from its a Form C not a lack of quorum at one parti 
P, Lawrence(SW London), winding up, repeated tha 
votes were no longer those of branches but of ine 
excluding the votes of members cast at inquorate 
just an anomaly but intolerable from the 


democracy. ; 
The resolution as modif d in : 9 = ne ¢ 
"ADM recommends that in future branch votini 


shall not be dependent on a branch holding qi 
prior to Conference" 


was carried by 16 votes to 4. 


H. Edwards(West London): on the same logic, 
attend the special branch meeting should also 
their votes counted. 

D. Davies‘NW London): doing this would be more 
S.-_ Coleman(Islington): did the floor resolut 
been passed mean that branches could send in t 
being represented by delegates? 
P. Lawrence‘SW London): yes it did, but this | 
under Rule 22. } 


4. Now that the Confe 
dependent on _ how man 
it make sense to i 
Branch i tlar ¢ 
th tandi rder 

f feren i i ? 
C. Slapper (Islington), opening, elaborated 
The Chair said such a change would require a 
P. Shannon (Lancaster): if such a change 
would be the purpose of the Autumn Delegate | 
supposed to be the place where ideas 
incorporated in instructed Conference motior 
D. Donnelly (Glasgow): such a change would 
important. It would make for more bureaucra 
Conference should be the power-house of 
decisions were made, not just a debating clu 
members. 

R. Cook(Birmingham): in spite of what the L 
said there was in fact no interlockir 
Conference. Before changing the Rules t 
should be fully used to make Confere 
activity was planned and decided. 

P. Lawrence(SW London): the proposed 
cumbersome. 

A. Heath(Eccles): decisions were alr 
but before it in the special branch 
when some new point not on the ag 
to allow delegates to take the ma 
before any decision was made. : 
D. Davies‘NW London): the situatic 
could only arise over floor r u 
anyway, but not over instruct 
on the agenda published well be 


S.  Easton‘EC Member): there 


as 


rey 


being taken publicly in the presence of a large number of 
people. He was against policy-making by post. " 
fC. Skelton(non-delegate): there was a problem with the suggestion 
as far as Central Branch members were concerned since they had no 
delegates. ; 

C.  Slapper (Islington), winding up, agreed that the Bristol 
proposal was not entirely satisfactory, but then neither was the 
present situation. Despite what the Glasgow delegate had said, 
decisions were only registered not made at Conference. 


S. The relation of Party Polls to Conference Resolutions 
losers 


V. Vanni(Glasgoaw). opening, said that there were some bad 

in the Party. For instance, 1984 Conference had heavily defeated 
& proposal to change the Party’s name ta the World Socialist 
Party. The supporters of this change refused to accept this 
verdict and called a Party Poll which merely confirmed the 
decision made at Conference. The same thing was now happening 
over the 1988 Conference Resolution an the use of the Party name 
which had been carried by the decisive margin of 32 votes to 16. 
Glasgow were oppesed ta the move in the Party ta say that 
Conference resolutions were not valid till confirmed by a Party 
Poll. Conference resolutions should remain the main decision- 
making procedure in the Party, with Party Polls being called only 
in special circumstances, e.g. when the vote on some important 
matter had been very close or when some urgent decision was 
required between Conferences. 

P. Shannon(Lancaster): Rule 26 on Party Poll was clear and didn’t 
need changing: a Party Poll could be called by Conference, ADM, 
Six branches or the EC. 

J.D’Arcy(Camdend: his branch had never challenged the 1988 
Conference resolution, only the EC's interpretation of it. The 
effects of some Conference resolutions were not always apparent 
at the time they were carried, as with this one, which was a 
reason why the Party Poll optican should be retained. Alsa, 
Conference could only make decisions within its particular field 
of jurisdiction. 

CC.  Slapper (Islington): the new voting Procedure, which was 
similar to a Party Poll, strengthened Glasgow's argument. The 
Camden delegate was arguing that certain issues were so important 
that they could not be made by Conference but only by a Party 
Poll, but if the branch held this view why had its delegates 
participated in the vote in 1988 on the use of the Party’s name? 
If they had denounced it as unconstitutional and refused to take 
part in it at the time their argument here might carry more 
credibility. 
D. Davies (NW London): the 32-16 vote on the 1988 resolution might 
have been decisive but that was under the old voting system. 

A. Heath (Eccles): if Camden can get five other branches to 
support them then a Pell would be held; if not, they would have 
to try to get the 1988 decision changed by putting down a 
resolution at next year’s Conference. * 


H. Young(NW London): it was not an abuse to appeal to 
Poll as the Rulebook allowed this. a Party 


R. Headicar(non-delegate): a Party Poll should onl b lleqd 
under extreme circumstances. What those opposed = ae 
resolution should now do was to Put down a resa 
year’s Conference to test whether the new votin 


S. Easton(EC Member): a Party Poll was Sovereign, 
arbiter on all matters. As such it was a v 
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to the 1988 
lution at next 


Give a different result. ° yee Katee cis 


® it resulted in 


Britain", a retaining the name 


Eee "The Social; 
a eu cles delegata’s eg aeur a Party of 
2:_Loleman : W 
8c man (Islington); a 


a different 
Con ference 
2n this 


» and those who yw 


. The thir d Y 
F Qg cup which included 


t be regarded : 
wasn’t relevant at all 88% ind ee rater ae ng ae 


Coli fackate Pégoi ties. controversy about the 1388 
Ae Cox ¢ : | 
EC Member): those opposed ta the 1988 Conference 


resolution should 
Cini fariten tke NG Mucactel ann) down at Conference saying that 
they really thought. such a decision, if that’s what 
C. Skelton (non-delegate): if a decision made by P 
, "i art 

more important than a Conference resolution sha Pehla” Ngeta 
arise of a branch wanting to put down a resolution for Conference 
that went against a decision that had been made by Party Poll. 
Would such a resolution have to be ruled ocut of order? If so, by 
whom? This problem had been avoided in the Party by treating 
Party Polls and Conference resolutions as being of equal status: 
the most recent decision, however reached, being the one in 
force. This was sensible and should continue. 
K. Knight (non-delegate): both types of decision were not of equal 
status. A document published some years ago had stated that a 
Party Poll took precedence over 4 Conference resolution. That was 

i a ty Poll was more representative than a Conference 
right as a Party hange in Conference voting 
resolution despite the oe 


fertciota soa ey (Newcastle): the 1988 resolution had Beh eae 
: : d that o s shor 

ly regulated its usage an 
Party’s name, on 
feegy ni(Glasgow?), winding up, 
: to a Conference 


recent 


id that under the Rules those 
_ constitutional 


do so; they &$ 
changed by ano 


(Swansea) prop , 
together now, 4% shey Togreny. "ae 
taken sion that had just ernee : 9 a tcc ee me ° 
D. De <elaegows pinnae *) straightaway now before Tun: 
item 7 ("The development tes a 

cleared away quickly. 


“) could obviously not be ota she would voice item 


hands, the : 
after 4 eae conjunction after lunch 


12 be 
h aprcenic Eiesywae: ollowed on from betcw 


fe 
¢ Annual Con 
wor kshops port London)? 


6. The future of Worksh n nfer 

as Donnelly(Glasgow), opening, said that workshops were a good 
idea but there was a need for a procedure for deciding what the 
subject should be; perhaps the preceding ADM could decide this. 
H. McClaughlin(Boltand: a rigid formula should not be laid down 
yet. Let’s keep the workshops going. For the time being the EC 
could ask branches and subcommittees for suggestions for subjects 
for at least two per Conference. 

S$. Coleman(Islington): there were two main reasons in favour of 
workshops. First, they allowed members toa speak spontaneously and 
throw ideas around and, second, they allowed them to discuss as 
individual activists rather than as branch delegates. The 
Subjects should not just be technical as up to now (e.g. 
printing? but alsa Political. Conference should be totally 
reconstructed into a target-setting forum; the targets could be 
set on the third day, leaving the first and second days for 
workshops. 

P. Lawrence(SW Londen): how had the subjects of the twa workshops 
held up to now been decided? 

8. Coleman(Islington): they just emerged. 

P, Lawrence: that wasn’t entirely Satisfactory, as it was an 
important Principle in the Party that it was the branches that 
set the Conference agenda. It would be a dangerous precedent to 
let the EC or subcommittees do so. Perhaps the final agenda could 
contain a choice of workshop subjects for delegates to decide on 
at Conference. 

J. Usher (West London): the Standing Orders Committee should ask 
branches for suggestions when drawing up the Conference agenda. 

R. Cook(Birmingham): Comrade Lawrence’s idea was impractical as a 
workshop could not be decided at the last moment but required 
Planning for at least 51x months. 

R. Headicar (non-delegate): the procedure must not be made tao 
complicated; otherwise workshops would be just like Conferences 
whereas one of their advantages was to involve these reluctant toe 
speak at Conference. 


as branch meetings since they were attended by those Particularly 
interested in a subject. 

PP. Deutz(EC Member) confessed to being lukewarm about workshops 
which seemed toa her to be little mare than the same members 
discussing in a different setting. The relations between 
Conference and workshops should be carefully worked cut with 
workshops being perhaps a suitable forum for discussing some of 
the Items for Discussion. 


D. Donnelly(Glasgow), winding up, said the discussion had 
confirmed that there was at Present no structure for deciding 


subjects for workshops. The best idea that had emerged was $i 
get branches and subcommittees to submit Proposals to the EG. 
Saturday afternoon 

ner. retary’s Repart r 7 
In answer to questions on his report, sar Hope (Gener al Secretary) 
agreed that the Form C did need revising 


on the statistics 
requested for attendance at meetings. : 
F 


n(non-delegate): had anyone any suggestions for 
subcommittees to cooperate more, as the General Secreta 
Said in his report was needed? : 
(non-delegate), Speaking as the Islington 
Treasurer, explained that since November last year £800 had 


getting 
ry had 


branch 


Collect 

fully I branch members as back dues, but this 

per ive ae ected in the Master Form © as it 

7. Dat cucraae January and June this year, 

behaviour" 4 ot FOMp] ained about the reference to "unde 
¥ WO Branches in the Central Organiser’s 


Were the two br 
anc i “ ‘ 
Propaganda meetings? yee ei ee 


Ke Oiaht (NW London); Such broad 


allegati h 
ni baa Q ons had no place in 


a Organiser); thi is 
positi : : 1S was not a reference to th 
ve things the twa branches might have done but toe their 


refusal to a 1 ; H 
Party's Mah the 1988 Conference resolution on the use of the 


as h ; i Silty purposes, Such things 
anging a Placard Saying "The Socialist Party of Great 


Pky” only served ta demoralise members as. 
fisians being flouted, 


EC to held a Party Poll hangin if 


i2. The threat posed by Camden and Nerth West h 


Party democracy 
23 mocracy and the Part 


D. Davies(NW London) asked for item 23 to be taken with the 
others. The Standing Orders Committee had misunderstood the item 
as referring to the Party’s attitude to movements for political 
democracy under capitalism and so placed it in section D 
CP adc Principles and Theory") rather than in A where it 
really belonged since the branch wanted a discussian on democracy 
i i Party. 
The CRATE pine to adding item 23 to the others as those who 
wanted to discuss the Party’s attitide to political democracy 
could do so under item 22 ("the socialist attitide to civil 


. < ” 
cng Pont London), opening on item 8, said his branch was 
cea” tecuny eae with the present policy of "we are the Socialist 
Mase i: Great Britain but we call ourselves "the Socialist 

" Be Bribe in certain exceptional circumstances when we call 
fogs a othe Socialist Party of Great Britain”. They wanted 
rpg ity: be reconsidered to see if it was still accepted by a 

i 


otis Torin), opening on 9, said that, despite what ca 
a “ the issue at stake was the Party’s name. Sone. » 

Pe to change to the World Socialist Party toa give . 
i ‘ the world dimension of socialism, but this had P 
ran oy n by a Party Poll in 1986. So those who thought al 
eee othve oe decided on another ne Be iteiee an eee 

"of Grea rita . 
peered ey, tebaread’¢has am as it meant +r etd oe 
rey ere and sympathy built up over the years ai @ pe! 
me oat mae Britain and the SPGB. Nor had this gf 
Hapa fc suggested, to any increase in membership. ; 
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also objected to being told that they must never ever use the 

full name of the Party in propaganda. They doubted whether such a 

ban enjoyed majority support in the Party, which was no doubt 

why those in favour were against putting it ta a Party Poll. 

PF. Lawrence(SW London), introducing item 10, said he had been 

instructed to move a floor resolution on this matter. 

The Chair said she would allow the motion to be deposed but would 

only have it read and taken at the appropriate moment , i.e. after 

all the items had been apened on and when the discussian on them 

had got fully under Way. 

P. Lawrence(SW Londond: his branch was unaminous that the actions 

of Camden and NW London branches were unquestionably undemocratic 

in that they had acted against the 1988 Conference resolution. 

This was ai dangerous Precedent that dented the democratic 

integrity af our organisation. This compromised our speakers who 

could naw no longer hanestly say that our organisation functioned 
democratically; it also undermined the democratic authority of 

Conference and in fact made @ farce of it. Our existence as a 

socialist party was threatened Since we couldn’t be a socialist 

party without being democratic. The branches had tc comply, while 

working to get the resolution they disagreed with rescinded. To 

resolve the substantive issue of the use of the Party’s name, the 

branch felt that a Party Pell was required. 

wa D’Arcy (Camden), introducing item 11, said his branch was nat 

challenging the 1988 Resolution but the EC’s interpretation of it 

which it felt should go to a Party Poll. The resolution through 

effectively changing the Party’s name had in fact been out of 

order as it conflicted with the D of P, clauses 7 and 8 of which 

cammitted the Party to capturing political Power in the 

Particular state called Great Britain. It was the 1999 EC *\ that 

had been guilty of action detrimental toa the interests of the 

Party by banning the use of the Party’s name from the Platform at 

Hyde Park. The Socialist Standard was now na longer the official 

organ of the Socialist Party of Great Britain and branches which 

continued ta use the Party’s name were being harrassed. The full 

name was only being retained to receive legacies. The branch had ae 
reached the conclusion that a section of the membership wanted to is 
change the identity of the Socialist Party of Great Britain and s 
to break with its past and traditions; they were a Parasitic a 
growth who wanted to create a new Party to replace the Socialist 
Party of Great Britain. Camden rejected the hypocritical and 
muddled arguments about democracy of these “social democrats" 
within the Party and affirmed that the Socialist Party of Great 
Britain will continue in existence and will carry on with its 
Propaganda. 

B. Johnsen(Swansea) and 8. Coleman(Islington) Said that the last. 
Speaker was out of order under article 1S of Standing Orders. 
which forbade the impugning of other members’ socialist integrity 
except as part of a formal charge of action detrimental unde, 


Rule 33. : 
VY. Vanni(Glasgow), opening on item 12, said he 
the previous speaker in sheer disbelief. Evidental 
Situation was more serious than he had thought. 
watched developments over the last 18 months with dismay. 
branches had not complied with a Con ference resolution and 
time the EC had called them to order they had eplic 
arrogance and lawyer’s quibbles, and this fram branches 
always been the first to criticise other branches. What 
doing was an attack on Party democracy. His branch had 
him to make one last appeal to them to come back from — 
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also objected to being told that they must never ever use the 
full name of the Party in propaganda. They doubted whether such a 
ban enjoyed majority support in the Party, which was no doubt 
why those in favour were against putting it to a Party Poll. 

PB. Lawrence(SW London), introducing item 10, said he had been 
instructed to move a floor resolution on this matter. 

The Chair said she would allow the motion to be deposed but would 
only have it read and taken at the appropriate moment, i.e. after 
all the items had been opened on and when the discussion on them 
had got fully under way. 

Ps Lawrence(SW Londen): his branch was unaminous that the actions b eos 
of Camden and NW Londen branches were unquestionably undemocratic , 
in that they had acted against the 1988 Conference resolution. ‘ 
This was a dangerous precedent that dented the democratic 

integrity ef our organisation. This compromised our speakers who 

could now no longer honestly say that our organisation functioned 
democratically; it also undermined the democratic authority of 

Conference and in fact made a farce of it. Our existence as a 

socialist party was threatened since we couldn't be a socialist 

party without being democratic. The branches had to comply, while 

werking toa get the resolutian they disagreed with rescinded. To fe 
resolve the substantive issue of the use of the Party’s name, the = * 
branch felt that a Party Poll was required. 

J. D'Arcy (Camden), introducing item 11, said his branch was not 

challenging the 1988 Resolution but the EC's interpretation of it 

which it felt should go to a Party Poll. The resolution through 

effectively changing the Party’s name had in fact been out of 

order as it conflicted with the D of P, clauses 7 and 8 of which 


committed the Party to capturing political Power in the sath, «ee 
particular state called Great Britain. It was the 1989 EC that ; * 
had been quilty of action detrimental to the interests of the hae 
Party by banning the use of the Party’s name from the platform at a ‘ 


Hyde Fark. The Socialist Standard was now na longer the official - o is 
organ of the Socialist Farty of Great Britain and branches which BS me 
continued to use the Party’s name were being harrassed. The full ie 
name was only being retained to receive legacies. The branch had {fs Si? 
reached the conclusion that a section of the membership wanted to nati 
change the identity of the Socialist Party of Great Britain and 
to break with its past and traditions; they were a Parasitic 
growth who wanted ta create a new party to replace the Socialist 
Party of Great Britain. Camden rejected the hypocritical and 
muddled arguments about democracy of these “social democrats" 
within the Farty and affirmed that the Socialist Party of Great 
Britain will continue in existence and will carry on with its 
propaganda. 

B. Johnson (Swansea) and §. Coleman¢Islington) said that the last 
speaker was out of order under article 15 af Standing Orders 
which forbade the impugning of other members’ socialist integrity 
except as part of a formal charge of action detrimental under 
Rule 33. 

V._ Vanni(Glasgow), opening on item 12, said he had listened to 
the previous speaker in sheer disbelief. Evidentally, ‘the 
situation was more serious than he had thought. Glasgow had 
watched developments over the last 18 months with dismay. Two 
branches had not complied with a Conference resolution and every 
time the EC had called them to order they had replied w 
arrogance and lawyer’s quibbles, and this fram branches \ 
always been the first ta criticise other branches. 
doing was an attack on Party democracy. His branch — 
him to make one last appeal to them to come back fro 


eg ee enn 2 cement wate nent meiner tg eet emcee 
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ir opposition to the 
they should we git oe get it ress 
hase 2 Bi oree al but until then they had ¢ 
Canference revolwets J ing on item 23, said 
, (NW London), opening i 
Ds, DAV LES, o separate branches with their own 
pera ‘ie Party must be democratic but hel 
riesgo 9 not, and could not, ban the use > 
aaa rien Socialist Party of Great Britain, I 
had been to expunge the political identity of 
resolution could not have been in order as 
power to abolish the Socialist Party of Great 
did same members want a change to the Socialist 
what the Labour Party was often called, so did th 
associated with the Labour Party? NW London urged 
a Poll on the question of whether the Party’s + ! 
changed fram the Socialist Party of Great Br 
Secialist Party. f a 
J. Usher (West London) Said that he toa had been — 
move a floor resolution, > peeree 
The Chair said it could be deposed but, like the 
would be read cut and taken at the a ' 
B. Johnson (Swansea): the discussion was in danger 
into a Slanging match. If Camden and NW London © 
would be able tea force a Poll, even if it was on 
expulsion. ih 
RE: Coxall (Yorkshire): it was ludicrous ta say ye 
something because it conflicted with the Da 
action should be argued and dec 


appeals to texts, The two branches should 
resolution while working t 


a. Heath (Eccles): the 1989 Conference 
the Party’s name, 

Camden = and NW Lend r 
should comply with it rapidly or face disciplir 
would 4 change of name be a change of Policy, | 

to arque, ; 
Da Donnelly (Glasgow): Wwe were talkin 
Party's name, not about changing it. 
members of the Socialist P 
resclutian had decided was 


thm 


Britain" here was what 
wanted. But this was nat th 
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behave democratically 
claim 
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in. the Party was absurd and sh 
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mr COCTAT IST PARTY OF GREAT BRITAIN wwe 


conspiratorial element in the Party concerned with changing its 
nature, scbjectives, direction, points of view and attitudes. 
comrade Judd said he had attended good meetings in Holborn 
arganised by Camden and NW Londen branches; he had also attended 
good meetings nearby organised by Islington branch. He had tried 
ta see if different views were being expressed at these latter 
meetings but hadn’t been able to detect any. So how could Camden 
say what they said? There was no evidence for it. Camden had got 
an cbsession about some supposed conspiracy ta detract the Party 
from the course it had always followed. As ta Party democracy, 
their argument that it was they who were acting democratically 
was lamentable; by being anti-democratic in not accepting 
Conference democracy it was they who were endangering the 
existence of the Party and its traditions. 

ch. Slapper (Islington): both Camden and NW London had taken part 
in the demacratic discussion and vote on the 1988 resclution, sa 
they were not entitled to turn round now and say it was null and 
void. The NW Landen delegate had been out of order in asking if 
the supperters of the use of "the Socialist Party" would prefer 
to be in the Labour Farty-- 

D. Davies NW London): that was not what I said. We only wondered 
whether they wanted to be associated with the Labour Party. 

lL. Slapper (Islington) said he couldn’t see the difference. The 
1388 resolution had been quite clear as it had laid down 
conditions when the full name should be used as well as when the 
shortened name should be. Camden and NW Londen had questioned the 
powers of Conference. Conference has very wide powers: if it can 
changes the Rules, then it can also decide to abbreviate our 
official name for some purposes. Islington branch were against a 
Party Poll because this would be to set a dangerous precedent; it 
would sanction a branch that disagreed with a Conference 
resolution defying it until a Poll was seen as the only way out. d 
lamden and NW London had tried, as they were fully entitled to, 
to call a Party Poll but had failed to attract sufficient support 
fram other branches, partly because af the subject t y wanted it 
on ~-changing rather than abbreviating the Party’s name--— was not i. 
an issue. : : 

Re Cook(Birmingham): he toa had followed the affair with 
disbelief. Disbelief that sa much time and energy had been 8 
devoted ta what was so small an issue. As a socialist, Marxist ert 
and materialist, he was aware that all things change but had been ior a 
dismayed at haw conservative the Farty had proved tc be. be 
Ss. Coleman(Islington): we are the Socialist Party of Great 4 
Britain but we call ourselves the Socialist Party, what was wrong 
with that? In fact he was very pleased with the decision ta drap 
the term “Great Britain" as he detested it and all it suggested. 
We have a democratic procedure in the Party which was being 
ignored at the moment. This could not be tolerated. When D'Arcy 
calls us “parasites on the Farty" he revealed his true Views. 
Comrade Coleman said that he personally had been waiting for ten 
long) years for him ta come out with this as it was a ground for 
getting him out of the Party, which should have h. ned years 
aga. cet eae p 

H. Edwards (West London): the last contribution 
deep feelings ran on this issue, but why should 
made caver what we called ourselves when “social 
word used ta mean all sorts of things we didn 
should settle the matter by calling a Party 
London should put a resolution at next year’ 
that the Party’s full mame can be used an all 


il 


S. Easton(EC Member): the Party had not changed its r 
formally or effectively. Organisations can, 
different names for different purposes. Camden and | 
exhibited a depth of irrationality on this issue, ae, 
to ballot papers for an internal election because 
bear the words "of Great Britain". There WAS NO ratian 
for their attitude as the D of P, with the full name 
all our literature. They should fall into line wit 
the Party or face a charge of action detrimental. 
H.  Young(non-delegate): there was anly one Possible — 
monkeying about with the Party’s name: to attract n 
but this hadn’t worked. The change of the name on 
platform at Hyde Park had led ta workers, and not ju 
asking what was happening. Seme members wanted to ¢ 
Party’s mame as a prelude tea watering down its Pr inci, 
1988 resolution had been aut of order, unconstitutiona 
direct conflict with the establishment of the Party in 
R. Headicar (non-delegate): he was sickened by the whe 


which should be settled, without further bickering, 
branches putting a resolution down for 
Conference under the new voting procedure. i 
3. Slapper (non-delegate): Camden claimed that the 1988 
was in breach of the D of P but a name was @ 
Principle. Our principles had neither been adapted nor 
the 1988 reselution. Camden and NW Londan 
democratic decisian using the quite unacceptable 
the majority had been manipulated by a minority. 
BP. Deutz (eC Member): she disagreed with Parts oo 
resolution but agreed that the only way to change i 
resolutian on the Conference agenda. Unlike Camden 
she did not think that our Principles were at . 
tired of both sides and completely dissociated herself 
contribution of the Camden delegate which was way over 
even if the dispute did arise out of past friction 
didn’t want to go into again. Both Sides 


Propaganda until the matter had been tested at. 
Conference. stk 
G. Wilson(NW Loendond: he had received a ballot paper c 
words “af Great Britain" had been added by hand; as 
cancerned this made it invalid and he wouldn’t be © 
G. Shapson(non-delegate): we were a small party whic! 
afford a fratricidal conflict. The Delegate Meeting 
power to call a Party Poll but before a Poll was — 
and NW London must agree to abide by its resul 

turned out toa be. be 


S, Coleman(Islingtan) and C. Slapper (Islingt 


two motions be considered next. This was 
The Chair said she had doubts 
motion as it had been typed out, indic 
Preprepared and sc did not arise out 
After Pp, Lawrence (SW London), D. ; 
London) and S. Coleman(Islington) had s 
Would accept the motion as being in or 
P wrence(SW London) and M. Judd «(Sw L 
“That the following be put as the 
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S$. Easton(EC Member): the Party had not changed its 
formally or effectively. Organisatians can, 
different names for different Purposes, Camden and 
exhibited a depth of irrationality an this issue, 
to ballot Papers for an internal Glecti 
bear the words "af Great Britain", Ther 
for their attitude as the D of P, with the fu i 
all our literature. They should fall inte line wi 
the Party or face a charge of action detrimental "? 
H. Young (non-delegate): there was only one P°Ssible 
mankeying about with the Party's name: to attract 

but this hadn't worked. The change of the name o 


asking what was happening. Some members wanted i: 
Party’s name 85 4 prelude to watering down its 
1988 resolution had been out of order, unceonstit 4 
direct conflict with the establishment of the Par Yu 
R. Headicar (non-delegate): he was sickened by the wh 
and the passions it had generated, The issue was one 
Which should be settled, without further bickering, 
branches Putting a Fesclution down for ior 
Conference under the new voting Procedure, ; 
a Sl apper (non-delegate): Camden claimed that the 199g 
Was in breach) of the Dof P but a Nae was Ack oe 
Principle. Qur Principles had neither been adapted nor 
the 1988 resolution, Camden and NW Londen ra 
democratic decision using the quite unacceptable 
the majority had been manipulated by a Minority. tte 
Pe. Deutz ¢ec Member): she disagreed with Parts of 
resolution but agreed that the only way to cha 
resolution on the Conference agenda. Unlike Camden 
she did pot think that our principles were at — 
tired of bath Sides and completely dissociated hers 
contribution «af the Camden delegate which WaS Way 
even if the dispute did arise out of Past friction 
didn’t want to go inte 49ain. Bath sides sh 
restraint and Camden and NW London must not use the f 
Propaganda until the matter had been tested at 
Con ference, peat 
GS. Wilson (Nw Londeand: he had received a Ballot Pap 
words “of Great Britain" had been added by hand; as 
concerned this made it invalid and he | be 
G. Sha Son (non-delegate): we were @ small part 
afford g fratricidal conflict. The Delegate M 
Power to call a Party Poll but before a Poll wa 
and NW London must agree to abide by its 
turned out to be, 


S.__Coleman (Islington) and 
twee motions be considered next, 
The Chair said she had doubts mt 
motion as it had been typed out, ind 
Preprepared and so did not arise out o 
After p. Lawrence (SW London), D 
London) ang (Islington) h 
would accept the motion as 
oh wr (SW London) and 
"That the following be put as 
Do you agree that the Party’s 
Of Great Britain" be used in t 
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(a) Legal documents, Forms A to G, membership cards 

(b) The World Sacialist Movement listing box, the address af ts 

the Party box on the inside Page of the SS giving details of 

EC meetings 

(cd) On the covers of the SS, pamphlets, leaflets and all 

afficial publications of the Party 

(d) On all occasions where the address of the Head Office 

is given, @.9. headed neatepaper, adverts for socialist 

material 

te) In the titles of meetings and debates and as the 

organiser of them 

(g) Manifestoes, election addresses, tapes, videos, etc. 

(h) On the Head Office shop front and elsewhere where the 

Farty’s name is used 

OTHERWISE, that in the course of the Party’s normal 

propaganda, writtem or spoken, the names "The Socialist 

Farty of Great Britain" (SPGB) or "The Socialist Party" can 

be used completely and freely interchangeably as has been 

the practice in the past". 
FP. LawrencetSW London), opening, said his branch felt that the 
matter should go to a Party Poll. The change involved, even 
though not a change af name, was still a big change that should 
have the endorsement of a vote af all members. Sometimes there 
are differences between decisions made through Conference and 
decisions made through a Party Poll, as for instance there had 
been «caver the new pracedure far recarding vates at Conference 
which had been rejected by Conference and then carried by a Poll. 
This showed that we cannot be absolutely sure that a Conference 
vote did reflect the views of the whole membership. The only way 
to find this out was a Party Poll. SW London were nat Proposing 
this ta placate the undemocratic elements in Camden and NW Londan 
branches. Far from it, as the branch had said in a circular, 5 i 3 4 
these two branches continued to defy Party democracy they should oat hee 9 
be charged under Rule 33. 1 
At this point the Chair said that, due to a prior engagement, she « pf 
had to vacate the chair. Comrade S. Ross was elected to chair the : 
rest of the session. 
M. Judd(SW London): there were two distinct issues. The issue af Hf Bere es 
the Party Poll and that of the change in the use of the Party's | oe 
name. The acrimony exhibited and the time wasted on the latter 
Showed that there was now no alternative to calling a Party Poll 
to settle the matter. 
: Slapper (Islington): although the movers had made it clear that 
their intention was not to placate Camden and NW London this was 
what holding a Poll would be seen as. Islington was strongly 
against a Party Poll, especially as there was no guarantee that 
this would settle the issue since we didn’t know if the anti- 
democratic minority in the Party would accept a result that went 
89ainst them. : 
——_Shannon (Lancaster): why wasn’t it Camden and NW Londan that 
had Proposed this resolution? : Rae oe ee 
d:__Usher (West Landon): the proposed wording of the Poll was t 
. confirm the 1988 Conference resolution but to repeal i ind 
Should be opposed on this ground too. 


¥.__Vanni (Glasgow) was against holding a Poll. He. 


erected if this had been done in 1988 but Camden 
tnaiming that the decision made then was unrepresentat) 
5, e Sircumstances holding a Poll would be a surrender t 
x Man¢Islington) was against a Poll. Ther 

“"Swered questions. First, what would happen bet 
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ve i oi mentees ote A to G, membership cards 
Cb! or ocialist Movement listing box, the address of 


the Party box on the ine; 
EC meetings © inSide page of the SS giving details of 


tc} On the cavers «af the ss 
official Publications af the Party 


3 
a otewel wigs ee wt the address of the Head Office 
wutine dae ' aded natepaper, adverts for socialist 
or pani senna Biedie Of meetings and debates and as the es : 
(gq) Manifestoes, election addresses, tapes, videos, etc. 
(hd On the Head Office shop front and elsewhere where the 
Party’s name is used 
OTHERWISE, that in the course of the Party’s normal 
propaganda, writtem oar spoken, the names "The Sorialist 
Party of Great Britain” (SPGBR) or "The Secialist Farty" can 
be used completely and freely interchangeably as has been 
the practice in the past". 
P.__Lawrence(SW London), opening, said his branch felt that the 
matter should go to a Party Poll. The change involved, even 
though not a change of name, was still a big change that should 
have the endorsement of a vote of all members. Sametimes there 
are differences between decisions made through Conference and 
decisions made through a Party Poll, as for instance there had 
been over the new procedure far recording votes at Conference 
which had been rejected by Conference and then carried by a Poll. 
This showed that we cannot be absolutely sure that a Conference 
vate did reflect the views of the whole membership. The only way 
to find this out was a Party Poll. SW London were not proposing 
this to placate the undemocratic elements in Camden and NW London 
branches. Far from it, as the branch had said in a CRUGUIO gat 
these twa branches continued to defy Party democracy they should 
be charged under Rule 33. 
At this point the Chair said that, due to a prior engagement, she e.4 
had to vacate the chair. Comrade S. Ross was elected to chair the its * 
rest of the session. A eee 
M. Judd(SW London): there were two distinct issues. The issue of ‘ me 
the Party Poll and that of the change in the use of the Party’s oe i 
name. The acrimony exhibited and the time wasted on the latter 
showed that there was now no alternative to calling a Party Poll 
to settle the matter. ; 
Cc. Slapper (Islington): although the movers had made it clear that 
their intention was not ta placate Camden and NW London this was 
what halding a Poll would be seen as. Islington was coca 
against a Party Poll, especially as there Wer. U2. RIES: OF hat 
this would settle the issue since we didn’t know if the anti- 
democratic minority in the Party would accept a result that went 
against them. 


P. Shannon(Lancaster): why wasn’t it Camden vuitae it Letdbion aia® 


Pamphlets, leaflets and all 


a ae 


had proposed this resolution? ; : vir 
J. Usher (West London): the proposed wording of the Poll was neat 
poe lution but to repeal is and : 
to confirm the 1988 Conference reso rs) en eee re eS 


Should be opposed on this ground too. eo, 
1 
Y.__Vanni(Glasgow) was agains thei re tT 
objected if this had been done in to 
Claiming that the decision made anit pecag 
these circumstances holding a Poll woulc e 


S:__Coleman(Islington) was against a PF one a 
9 ; 
“answered questions. First, ‘what = os ae 
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the declaration of the result of the Poll: 
comply with the 1989 resolutian during that 
they had to reply "no" as they had denounced 4 
conflict with the D of Pp, Second, 4SSumMing tha 

lost, would they accept this result? Once 
as this too would conflict with the Daf Pp? 
D._Davies(NW London): her branch had been al] 
Pell, -#7% along. As to the accusation af not abid 
resolution, how many times had they broken it? On} 


this and other resolutions without Provoking the sa 
J. D’Arcy(Camdend: we do not object te the abbrey 

Party name. Both USages were Ok by them; what they 
was the ban on the use of the Party’s name of The S 
of Great Britain. This was the issue. True, the hel 
does appear to placate us but it was the only way 
split in the Party. CF a. 
D. Donnelly (Glasgaw): Comrade D'Arcy was now adoptir 
stance to that he'd taken in the morning. But if hy 
to the use of "The Socialist Party", why had his 
the baliat Papers for the recent BG vacancy? Toa. 
Poll now would make a mockery of all our Con fer 
resolution had been decisively carried after a 
to put it" y= Poll now would be to kow-t 
threatened splits as a way of trying to overturn 
disagreed with. uae 

5. Roberts (Newcastle): his branch was agains 

matter had already been Properly settled : 
MM. Judd «sw Landon): democracy was an 
meant that decisions can always be reviewed. i 
1588 resolution as to any other. If a Poll was 
would only delay the inevitable aS sconer car 
would have to go to the whole membership. ; 
FR. Cook(Birmingham): if the question proposed t 
Poll was carried, it would create a situatio 
existed before as it laid dawn that in all oUt 
the full name of Socialist Party of Great eo 
be used. ae 
Ke Knight (NW London): this whole move again it 

WaS a continuation of a campaign that had be 
a secret meeting at a member’s housteey 7 
Ce Slapper (Islington): out of arder. ; 
The Chair appealed far calm. nA Reg 
A. Heath(Eccles): his branch too was ag 


ainst 
D.  Davies¢NW London) and Ke _Knight (NW 
meeting adjourn till tomorrow". This was 
show of hands. oT 
P. Lawrence (SW Londen), winding Up, sa. 
special case where holding a Poll w 
Conference decisions. 5 
The mation was == 


Sunday mornin ra 
Fraternal greetings fram ac 


Reports f_ the Cen l_ Branc 
Committee education Ore 
Con S Secreta iF ary : 
H. rstnen-delegate) ask 

the Human Nature Pamphlet ' 


~~" 8 GREAT BRITAIN 


¥ 
to the Education Organiser . 
internal oa bulletin. He peiser for Publication as an 


Organiser about this but had re 8d written to th 

Org : os ae 1 Y@C@ived ne @ Education 
TTT replied th 

publ aan a an educational 4 at he had considered 
materia Es pi Mi been Circulated in Tee eer eaery as the 
containe : er hat was not Strictly rel arty and, besides, 
He would now put this in writing to ¢ Bevant to the subject. 
PF. Lawrence(SW Londons at Con¢ he Ec, 

approach then the Human Nature 
fats too neoretical for a Popular Pamphlet 

report did contain some very us » Nevertheless the 


Pamphlet Committee as being 
reports eful Material that ought nat to be | + 
F 


Pp, Lawrence (SW Landan) and P Hart 

hee .J i 
"This ADM recommends that the 
Nature Famphlet Cammittee be p 
as a short series to be Printed j 


Eurcpean Electian Re ort ; 

C.__May (NW London): what had the NALGO strike had to do with the 
failure of the branch to send ta the EC the names of those wha 
signed the candidate’s Nomination as required by Rule 297 

BR. Roberts (Newcastle): at the time the report was prepared the 
Town Hall where the nomination papers had been deposed was on 
strike. This was now over and the papers were being sent. 

J. Usher (West Landon): had the campaign revived activity in the 
Sunderland and Seaham areas as had been one of its aims? 

EB. Roberts: some members fram these areas had Participated in the 
campaign but the first attempt toa organise a meeting to set up a 
Sunderland Group had nat been successful; another attempt was toa 
be made at the end of the manth. 

D. Donnelly(Glasgow): he had had doubts about the wisdom of 
contesting but had toa admit that having 75,000 manifestos 
distributed by the capitalist State for £1900 was a good deal; 
and as this was only a third of the constituency we could have 
had three times as many distributed for the same price. : 
B. Roberts: the branch was now Planning to contest the local Fa cy ee 
elections next May, the next General Election and then the next | aos oe 
European elections in 1994. He urged other branches to make i” ene: 


Similar plans. 
RR.  Cook(Birmingham): had 


addressed envelapes? 
B. Roberts: No, chee had merely to be sorted into bundles of 100. 


. vale engratulated Newcastle on having dane a ee 3 84 
fant ete jon ee oe would be contesting the local elections 

and were preparing to contest a el earaaam oi... 
C.__Skelton(nan-delegate): Rule 28 would seem to ru x a rf 
extension of electoral activity that was being Total? gc ad 
required 10 members or sympathisers oe ae ei" hs ald ag 
constituency being contested, yack ee phaneh kept. a copy of. 
W.  Buchanan(EC Member): why hadn’t the br ee cree <. . 
those whe had signed the nomination pba pak 408 et ‘el entian 
appropriate since this could opty. veanere i pee Rot dang 
campaigns when our candidate was elec Os ee 

B. Roberts: there were degrees of ae 1 
“aS a gobeehal ta have distr 10yhG0 772. er 
“overage in the local press and ol a enes NOL 
vaS more publicity for our ideas in ¥n 

fever had before. 3 See eee 


the manifestos had to be put into 


next year 


| 
ig 
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Items 10 iz d ¢ i 
The Chair read the motion standing im ers n a 
London) and H, Edwards (West London): eee 
"That at the next instance of breach :. 

f in 
Resolution VS1, 1988, the Ec Suspends the of face 


and calls a Party Poll in respect of ¢ 
dissolution and transfer of ;' 


P. Hart (SW London): this was out 


as it was only a recammendation. He, 
Eoleman(Islingtan), moved an amendment: a es 
"Delete from "calls a Party Poll" to end and re 
charges the branch or branches taking such 
action detrimental under Rule 33. The EC should 
in such circumstances, members of such a branch « 
shall be given an opportunity te dissociate 
such action, and may thereby be exempted and 
a different branch as a fully accredited memb. Rao 
J. Usher (West London) said he was Prepared to withdraw h 
in favour of the amendment. * 
C. May (NW Lendan)d questioned whether he could da th 
been under branch instructions te mave it. a 
The Chair said she would accept both motions — 
discussion tea the amendment. Sy 
J. D’Arcy(Camden) and R. Cook (Birmingham) moved that. 
taken. This was lost b votes for t¢ 4 again Pik 
as Coleman(Islingtan), opening, said that if a branc 
accept Party democracy then the Ec had to tell them thi 
time for them toa goa. As expelling the whole branch 
unfair to branch members who might not be invelved in 
with, the branch’s undemocratic actions, the amendn 


RR. Cook(Birmingham): of course it aidn’ te. What was a 
nat the eet (ABE but the way they were advertised. — 
J. D'Arcy: would it be a breach of the Conference re 
the chairman announced that the meeting was organi 
Socialist Party of Great britain? aa 

y. Usher test i dndants everyone was sick of the whol 
must now make it clear to the branches that they had 
and that, if they persisted, this time somethi 
about it. The issue could only be resolved by 
down and that side couldn’t be the majority. 
G.  Wilson(NW London) wanted prior notice a 
Planned against the two branches. ks 
A. Heath(Eccles): the issue was sil 
abided by the Conference decision or 
to then disciplinary action was inevi' 
D. Donnelly(Glasgow): the members | 
known what would happen if they 
cut not to apply a Conference 
Conference had no right to make 
wrong and must be told that Con 
the message to them was: 
charged". 


as 


(Newcastle): suppor 
the Socialist Party of Great Bri 


; 
- a7 CDRAT BRITAIN . . 
aT | 
not an anarchist. If the two branches | 
Jaaen.= were all 
ane with it, Party democracy would be Sirieetaned, owed to get ted 


p, shannon(Lancaster)s the resolution did met invoke Rule 23. It 


not a move to expel them but a Public warning of what would 


mere * if they persisted. 

p, Lawrence SW London): we can’t have two ads appearing in the | 
cane paper, one in the name of "the Socialist Party" and the 

ther in the name of “the Socialist Party of Great Britain", as 


had happened on one occasion in the past. The Party had the right 
to get its act together so as ta prevent this happening again, as | 
it had done with the 1988 Conference resolution. SW London felt 
that this resolution had been two stringent but the way to fight 
it was through the Party’s democratic machinery. The two 
branches’ stance was totally self-defeating. In the face of it, 
the Party’s democratic authority had to be re-asserted. 
vy. Vanni(Glasgow): Camden and NW London didn’t seem to realise 
the tremendous anger, even fury, that their attitude had 
generated, but they were now being given one more chance. All 
they have ta do is to comply with the wishes of the majority. It 
was sad to have to be considering the explusion of some members 
who had spent their whole life in the Party. He would make one 
last appeal to them: by all means stick to your views but fight 
for them within the Rules, 
Cc. May NW London): why were Camden and NW London being singled 
out for not having applied the 1988 reselution? Newcastle branch 
hadn't applied it either over their election manifesta. Nor had 
the SSPC in the Standard. The resolution spoke of the next 
occasions; well, this was caming soon as the branches were 
preparing a leaflet to advertise their coming series of meetings f 
which, as in the past, would bear the Party’s full name. If that i 
was against your democracy, then too bad. 
Cc. Slapper (Islington): the 1988 Resolution specifically laid down i 
that the full name should be used in certain places in the i 
Standard. 4 
A. Buick¢(EC Member): the Newcastle election manifesto bore the ; 
full name as we didn’t want to risk having the Post Office refuse 
to deliver them on the grounds that they carried a different name 
from that an the ballot paper. Besides, the spirit of the 1988 
resolution was that in an international context, such as the 
European electians were, we should refer to ourselves as the 
Socialist Party of Great Britain since that was what we were as 
[pposed, far instance, toa the Socialist Party of Canada or 
Australia. This showed that the resolution was not completely 
inflexible and did allow a certain leeway. Indeed this had been 
granted ta the branches, over the Camden banner and some ' 
leaflets, but in placing an ad in a national newspaper the two ' 
branches had gone too far. It now appeared that the EC had been 
Mugs ta have shown a little tolerance and flexibility as this was 
NOW being used to denounce them as inconsistent. 
J. Dunn( Yorkshire): democracy was the real issue, not the Party 
name, and it was essential that democracy should prevail. 
i:_D'Arcy(Camden): all the branches had been doing was carrying 
°0 propaganda as the Socialist Party of Great Britain which he 
Personally had been doing since 1945. Some member s were making a 
heclogical principle of democracy, placing it above the Party's 
Principles, but democracy was only a tool that we used fer our 
internal housekeeping. He personally, not the branch, had placed 
© ad in The Guardian; the whole incident had been blown up out 
Sf al} Proportion. As to the platform at Hyde Park, not putting 
the full name (on ie ae eeie eee interpretation of the | 


if 
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resolution which had made no mention of this. The 
trying to work out why some members wanted to ban 
full name in propaganda and publicity, He believed 
because they had changed their minds about the 

Principles. The branch, however, would continue 
propaganda in line with the D of P. If they fell. 
technicality, then they would be charged but they we 


to shut up shap. 


Js  Coxall (Yorkshire) and P. Bennett (Manchester) 


question be put. This was carried unanimously, 
8. ColemantIslington), winding up, said that r 
announced that the branches will be producing a 

didn’t comply with the 1988 resolution, so we were 
discussing an "if" but a "when". He said that if he 
some members of the two branches evidentally did, that 
was no longer socialist, then he'd leave. To Say that t 
came above democracy was absurd as the D of Pp itself ; 
that socialism and democracy were inseperable as both | 
a means. The membership could not tolerate a minor ity 
accept a democratic decision on the pretext that a 
members were no longer socialists, i 


T ArT Pin a ah . > 
amended, was also carried by 23-6, 
Saturday afternoon, 


Zi Vv n } 
P (Islingtan): the Party should d 
"professional" approach by setting annual targets. 
Conference would need to be completely restructured t 
from a place where branches talked about matters Rae” 
general way inta one where plans for future act 
discussed and choices made. Before Conference each 
subcommittee should submit a set of costed objectives 
should then select certain of these targets. There sh. 
& report an the political Situation. This year issues 
Labour revival, the Greens and develo 
could have been analysed, for instance. 
P. Shanno Lancaster): his branch welcomed this 
been thinking about the same matter for a number o 


be 7 i eal - ee 
REE Bai ATK A aa ie el hl ASS RSet Nie RG tN 


8, a iDEN Ul Se ET 


J. Bradley(Enfield and Haringey): in the docu 
"strategy" was not being used Properly. Annual 
not a strategy but should be based on a str 
turn should be based on Marx’s "Theses on Fi 
that you learn by actually doing things 
Proposals. As the word suggested, strateg 
military-type lines based on intelligen 
destroying the enemy’s position before 
Positive one; it also required a high mo 
was lacking at present. Ree 
R:__Cook (Birmingham): have any specific pl 
Conference been drawn up? ee, 
Roberts (Newcastle): there was a ne 
branch thought it should be based on ; 
local, national and European levels. Our 
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csuade the working class to b 


ney Su Li i 
perso conewae electra come socialists and the best way 


wae x ‘ 
May (NW Landond: the points in the so 

Ca me a “Called 

“p] ans for ee Presented ta ADM Gulia Ae coe Pc 
4i¢feren o ad always been included in the becanitteus* 


fore, but had not got anywhere, OM. Targetting had been tried 


ae (EC Member): the report was 
L. cox (EC ; N@w as it wa 
future act) ae ail than just recording aah meee riers 
s._Easton' a ne art 10 reply to Comrade Cook), ‘the-EC° vax Act 
doing much about restructuring Conference as son EC 

lukewarm about the whole idea. ate eet 


. Deutz(EC Member): it wasn? j i 
eat a difficulty of prabe ben fe viacargioetiy nad 6 a rormniaggeon 
ec could not restructure Conference h bertee a ee wight’ te 
: s a o i 
ere perhaps Bec eee Said the discussion had been 
up plans but about making plans pee Nic “SF a apna St Baie 
a : ne » He cou 
rething tii] Par ey. meee had in effect argued for doing 
oe Could bean s igh. That was a passivist position 
S. ern and ¢. Slapper (Islington) moved: 
tar gate pe, had the 1390 Conference has strategic 
edi Ba yaxt ‘ we the lines of the 1988 Conference 
fr:  entr ache Fi Sick rategy. The procedure af Canference 
Comrade Bula mig vad, oe along the lines proposed by 
, coal (Yor ean Pilg ng statement on this matter". 
ie el A ees i ial involve changing the voting 
hegre oe nr: z men ioned in item for discussion No. 47 
eee é shee rt : pg it, simply re-iterated the terms of a 
ree ta de a y Conference in 1988 and sco was just a 
Comrade etch tn a was in the document drawn up by 
prearrre t Meni ® % as Assistant Secretary he had drawn up a 
rs decide he EC that dealt solely with possible procedures 
unite eee * ena It had outlined a plan involving the Ec 
the “yee committees to submit, with their repart an activity in 
fol Loudh hae months of the year, plans for their activity in the 
wane op calender year. This would be submitted ta ADM. The EC 
vere ii reconsider them and submit an if need be revised 
pret anes o branches with the call for items for inclusion in the 
branches till Conference agenda, the aim being ta encourage 
propcuee o put dawn motions in favour (or against) the various 
it ee Ss. tie EC had in fact followed this procedure so far. If 
dotineee continued, branches could expect to receive a strategy 
vcumeal with the call for items for the preliminary agenda in 


Th ; 

wis resolution was carried by 21 votes to nil. 

Re t 

4 kof the Print Committee 


of pe etau hlin (Bolton): what plans existed to train new members 
cr “l& Committee? ° 


nenbe wey Pr int Committee): one training session for interested 


be 


~Omm 
: MeL tee’ S Own initiative. ei ace 
a gemsughlin: the EC should take the initative here and put out 
R. Coop et, appeal. ors. 

~~ “SSE“Birmingham) : trainees could do the printing of EC Minut. 
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known to the Committee had been organised on the: 


and other internal documents, leaving the ex 


cancentrate on printing the Standard, Per ienceg 


it was merely one af the SSPC’s strate 

: GY propasa 
finding funds to finance the Promotion of the Haha. ’ 
» Heath(Eccles), D. Donnelly (Glasgow) and \ 


delegate) all spoke against a rise in price, 


H. Cottis(East Landon) and A Heath (Eccles) 
: ' t may 
of the Socialist Standard be retained at 40p", ed that 


The resolution was carried by 13 votes to 3, 
B. PARTY LITERATURE 
13. The advisability o n 
D.__Donnelly(Glasgow): the branch had put this it ee 
view toa getting a discussion going aachinds delegates ch tari ae 
P. Shannon (Lancaster); why wasn’t the Standard post -dated as thie: > 
would allow it to sell over a longer period? ae 
Re Cook(Birmingham) was in favour of illustrations on the front @ 
cover, but if one month there was nothing suitable an article | 
could be printed there. A bad cover was worse than none. Rees 

H.  Cottis(East London): in favour of post-dating the Standard. 
Nor was there anything wrong with a black-and-white cover from 
time toa time. ee e: 


| 
J. _Bradley(Enfield and Haringey): those who designed the front | | 
cover should not forget that half the population were women. | 
J. Coxall (Yorkshire): the lay-out of the Standard was OK, but the. . 
political slogan on the front needed to be thought eut very. . 
carefully. Wa ee ams | 
A. Buick(SSPC): the person who did the front cover had an_ 
invidious job as their work was mercilessly Judged by every — 
individual member. The change-over to printing at HO had meant © 
that we were not always able to produce a cover 1 | the same 
standard as when it was done externally. But this could 
eventually be rectified when we had the money to buy other 
equipment, a camera for instance. : cr 
G.__Thomas(SSPC) added that we didn’t know why some covers sold 
well while others didn’t. Branches should tell the Committee what 
sort of cover they liked. There was no objection in principle to. 
oeccasionall rinting an article on the cover. aes A il 
Ge Wilson (NW obtain’ didn’t like cartoons in the Standar: we 
suggested reducing the number of issues per year. | seat a 


14. Would the appearance (cover and 
Standard be improved by the EC appo 
member with special responsibili for 
of the Committee’s work? (This would ve 
onference Resolution whicl estru red <0 
“‘layout" member appointed by the EC). ~~ 
C. Slapper (Islington), opening, answered 


Since 1985 this jab had been done by a 
editorial committee, but it was too 
fact that most magazines had a separate 
R. Marshall (East London) had some symp 
the problem of who the design member was 
or the SSPC-- had to be settled and he 
alternative to this being the SSPC as @ ® 
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as 


~ oe 41ST PARTY OF GREAT BRITAIN 
—— mecrcTING, HELD AT 


coxall (Yorkshire)s in favour of ; 
wt member of the SSrc an EC~a ied 
ful’ whole committee. r with design being the respeesigner Sace 

paxter (West London): his by ility of 
e-1985 situation which had 
member S had to have the final 


, Yanni(Glasgow): the i995 
Vs oe : Chan 
conflict had 103 a between the orca made because a 
slapper Hiaee and the editorial member edi ae teerede 
comrade 5] apeey claiming to have vel vies be the Committee, 
been forced to choose and had come out in tie sed. Delegates had 
member S« Mie been done to ensure the ble’ 
committee, which was why it was best not to i oe ee 
status Quo. nterfere with the 
J, Bradley‘Enfield and Haringey); there 

pore were t 
which ought ta be kept Separate: words (the eS stn ere tasks 
editorial members) and design (that of the design memb hi of the 
p, Lawrence(SW London): in favour of reverting to the esi, 
but the SSPC’s terms of reference wou system, 


R Id have t 
drafted to avoid the same sort of conflict beieing pos ch ng 
W. Buchanan¢EC Member): there should be a pool of designers of 


the front cover wha should be called on to submit alternative i 
designs for the cammittee to choose from. 
Cc. Skelton (non-delegate) proposed a system for monitoring 
throughout the month. 
M. Ghebre(non-delegate): speaking as a street and pub seller, the 
cover was an important factor in sales; so it should avoid such 
things as sexism and giving the impression that we are not 
concerned with people’s everyday problems, which not all recent 
covers had succeeded into doing. 
&. Buick(SSPC): the problem wasn’t so much the front cover, which i 
the editorial members left, once the theme had been chosen, 
entirely in the hands of the design member, but the lay-out of i 
the articles where a conflict could arise since the order and ' 
print size indicated an article’s political importance. 
C.  Slapper (Islington), winding up, was against the pagaier 
committee making design decisions. As to the order, “ted 9 
articles, the design member was equally competent to make such a 
g 
Political decision. Care would be taken in drawing up = any 
Proposed new terms of reference. 


aNch was against rey 


Proved unworkable; roti it elite 


the editorial 


sales 


i ays ie 
re ek 


Report of ¢ New Pamph fr ee Fy " 
De Donnelly (NPC) + the NPC was planning 4 oni nee! hei teanenads 
leaflets, samples of which, on the Labour | any * ene 
Nature, ‘were available to delegates: Tht 00” jeeting and the 
GaP between what people heard at an OF yint and update as the 
Standard. Such leaflets would be cheap 4° td welcome delegates’ 
text was on computer disk. The NPC wou Se oer Spain " 

Views on them. 


hlin(Belton) was very h 


£ 


th the design 
appy Wi pea 


~—Mc Laughlin # P took 
leaflet except the back page where the? ary 


han in the Standard. What this 7 
sare nson(Swansea): had the NPC 
ot cet for the William Morris 
Pp the publication of “News pie oe 
Op ennett (NPC): Yes, the @xP@r oe” 
the rr is, which had been one OF Fo a) 

fre was a market for this sort omorr s ' 
Le Bradley (Enfield and Haringey)? ened © 

bridge between us and those CONG™ 


2i 


tended to reject socialism as they associate 
Party and with Fussia and East Europe even 
cancerned with issues such as design and craft on 
had much to say from a Ssacialist point of Vidy cue 
H. CottistEast Lundand: liked the format, “lato 
illustrations in the “What Abeut?" leaflets; they shot 
be very useful. tam 
B. Roberts (Newcastle): we need & pamphlet on the Green fF. 
than aon the Labour Party. gk pea 
J. DunntYorkshired: in faveur of short, topical le, 
these. He could see nothing Wreng with putting the Dp 
readable size on the back. After all, we weren’t asha 
were we? eae 
S. Coleman(Islingtan): his branch felt that a Pamphlet. 
was not a priority (though this wasn’t his view . The 
also in favour of the "What Abuut >" leaflets. He © 
agreed with the view Expressed by the Bolton del ex £ 
needing to overload them With what was essentially a 
dacument,. “tae 

Pe bawrence SW Landen) haped any Pamphlet sn 
dissociate us fram the uteapian Socialist Approach | 
"News from Nowhere" where all traces Me ao 
unrealistically disappeared, . ; ta aie 


iS. The need for a short pamphle 
Secialism and Labour Fart 


h 
FP. Lawrence(Sw Landen), opening, said his 
such a new Pamphlet, which would alsa be 
education, as we didn't always make enough use 
evidence against the Labour Party’s case that « 
made to work for the benefit of ally 9 7 is 
D. PerrintLiverpaold: Such a pamphlet would be alri 
view of the Party's finances, his branch felt 
should be covered as an expanded chapter in t 
"The Questions of th 0. (axe 2 
H. Cottis (East Lendeand:- 
Ss foleman(Islington): 


os _vsnher 
history of the Labeaur 


S: Wilson (NW London: | was in 
P.__Shannon (Lancaster): strategy was re € 
laid down that it was tee Labour Party 
enemy? Our main Problem was tha 
interested in Politics at all; ov 


EP. Bennett (NPC): the NPC would 


"This ADM recammends the EC. 
approximately 8,000 wards on 
“overing the issues of r 

John n( Swansea), 1g 
even reformist, It naw a 
Capitalism, as it was, so announcing 
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yo 6c dd onger on its agenda, 
n g a. A pamphlet WAS Needed +5 expose ected 


coleman(Islington): opposed ta the reso ; 

1 a coat pacnhtent te 
“o-isions a in is ry © : 
Srl the pamphlets that were desirable and 2. degen ae ap 
‘yjorities aS part of @ proper strategy. o ecide | 
Lawrence(SW Londoanid: What Strategy? 
ant. Coulbdethees Qive de 
various pamphlets mentioned in 
+ Dene eho that the ecalagy 
ready while e mYyis one would be ar i o F i 
articles or pamphlets with @ ahare Hes so Inge rennaniade yi 
prepared rapidly. The previsus Sommittee had started work on a 
revised “Questions of the Day" but this had been suspended in 
view of the Party’s financial Situation. 
Pp, Lawrence: so there was na conflice between a pamphlet on the 

Labour Party and any of the Npers Pamphlets. All four could be 

produced. 
J, Usher ‘West Londond: this was a question of strategy and | 
priorities which couldn’t just be cobbled tagether today; that 
would be far too impromptu. The matter should be referred back tm 
branches. 

Cc. Slapper (Islington): if such 4 pamphlet were to be published, 
it should not just be printed but should be launched with a 
proper advertising campaign. 

S. Easton(EC Memberd: if strategy was about choices, the more | 
choices the better. The resolution was Ok by him as it laid dawn 

na time-limit for publication. 
E. Jolinson(Swansea), winding up, said the EC should tell the NPC 


Hager We had na strategy at the 
8ils of where they were with the 


Pamphlet was 95 per cent 


to prepare a pamphlet which needn't necessarily be printed if 
later there was no agreement on this. 


The motion was lost by 7 votes for. to. 7 vetes against. 


Report of the Propaganda Commi 

Ss: Coleman(Islington) was in favour of dropping the word 
"propaganda" from the Committee’s name, aS proposed in the 

circular prepared by Comrade Cox for West London’s item for 
discussion No 18. ‘ is : } 
k:__Cox(Propaganda Committee) appealed o any Party Speakers 
Willing to anael on radia or TV for the Party te send in their | 
Names. A media familiarisation course was also being considered. 


The report of €h Ec ia! P. rt fi Ds 


Meeting was adopted on a mo ) H ie 


Ottis (East London). 


ies The advisability of advertising in ; - Mish 
: article in th ren 


a an : + 
-Methods of increasin = 
Sales =-the use of af pia ° nile street 


2Sters Near sh 


1. Do the two items, said his anch | 
Shelly(Glasgaw), opening on Se 
had found that Tueene up posters round shops selling he 


eandard did have some effect on sales. Meteo 
j{vour of advertising the Standard and pamphlets © 
anni ats: For instance, the September issue on 
"Peavet Sary of the last world war could have been 
: didi) News", : ee gee 
~~K2ok (Bir minghamde agreed with advertising in spe 


O93 


maw" 


Journals, though Not neces ari] a 

~ fe Ne ES tk o ms i i re 
mind, "Open University News", for Oxamen st a8g0u ight 
Js By adley (Pub icity Committees: as our teal ; a 
beginning to be S01 vad we might be enterin te Pa aly 
Committee would bes “ . ang 


should be te contact as Many af o ik: 
possible, The best way ta aA tory: ics : 
ficey var Lous FEasuns this WAS rant POSSibla, Sa 
ta advertise in Print. The best Way Here) woe t 
spending on national 9eneralist Public zs 
special ist Journals Would be tr Statter cay ti 
would alsa be less efficient ip attracting th 
would attract 4 highey Percentage interested in 
subject rather than ino dur general j 


It being “pn, the Chair declared Be Nad tc, 


tlose the 
despite the fact that S@ven items 


Rad mot been *@ached.— 


Report af the Standing Orders Cammittee 


Ne of Branches 
Represented 


Saturday, 14 October, tiam Ba 4 a 
“pm 17 Se 
Sunday, 15 October liam L7 
2.45pm 16 
: j ‘ o [287 
Collections: Saturday, 14 October ERTZe 
ee aaa Sunday, 15 October 1.58 - 


TOTAL 


